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G

nzion Post Sralf Wriwer
Carter's much-publicized
nuclear targeting guidelines are
ed to underscore for Moscow
kind of a nuclear attack on
s or its allies would
be & l[/ sing propesition, Defense Sec-
retary mrczld Browi said yesterday
in the admi mat'cn s first speech on
the subject.

Présidential Divective 59, sx"ned by
Carter en July 25, “is nof"a new stra
tegic doctrine, not a radical departuu
from U strategic’ policy over the
past decudP oriso” said Brown in a
speech at the I\axal War-College in
Newport, R.I.

Carter's targeting guidelines are
basically a commitment to deploy a
more versatile, less vulnerable nu-
clear offensive force—one that could
wage & big or little war.if Moscow
chose t0.start one. Anything from So-
viet cities to & lone missile complex
could be hit under the more fiexible

denied that the president
reby taking the nation into a
new twilight zone of nuclear policy, as
some critics have contended.

A}l Carter did, Brown insisted, was
codify “the same essential strategi
doetrine” in a way that takes into ac-
count “current conditions and current
capabilities,” including Soviet percep-
tions about winning a nuclear war and
U.S. weaponry, capable of denying
that eption to the Kremtin.

At a separaté Pentagon bnennr' on
the doctrine. a defense official who
coutd not be identified undel the
ground rutes acknowledged that there
was an argumént within the adminis-
tration about issuing such a directive
at ail. )

He further conceded cleLhou)ear
politics helped \‘cxﬂht the case fov is-
suing Presidential Directive 53.

{ The Cartex‘ administration has made

a number of defense policy decisions
in recent months, many of them re-

1s:.0f past positions, which puts
ident inia <hr)'1 rer pommn to

Renublic ¥
an on thc nmmn..l \wr'u—f

rifvissue,
Brown,
in defen |
in this election -campalgn,
tried to assure crities of the °

vu:tr, dw
“refined”
nuclear policy that keeping.Moscow’s

finger off the hutton was still the cen-
tral objective; that the administration
was not threatening to attack the So-
viet Union first.

But rather than let Moscow ‘believe
the United States was muscle-bound
by an all-or-nothingat-all nuelear »nol
icy that would force an American
president to tolerate some kind of Hm-
ited nuclear attack by the Soviet Un-
jon, Brown said, Carter was'serving
notice that our arsenal could combat
Russia’s in kind, if necessary.

“Deterrenee  must restrai
wider rimge of threats than just mas-
sive attacks on U.S. cities,” said
v strategic

nuclear attacks on

must (Mo
sets of tardets in the United States or
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and be ¥
of, or attack

on U.S. military forces.
against nuclear coer
on, our {riends and allies . ..

“We must have forces, contingency
plans and command and control capa-
bilities that will convince the Soviet
Jeadership that no war and no course
of aggression by them that led to use
of nuclear weapons-——on any scale of
attack and at any stage of conflict—
conld lead to victory, however they
may define victory,” said Brown.

This requires . a “countervailing
strategy” that puts “more stress on
being able to employ strategic nuclear
selectively, as well as by all-out
tion in response to massive at-
cks on the United States.”

“It is our policy,” continued Brown.
“and we have increasingly the means
and the detailed plans to carry out
this policy, to cnsure that the Soviet
leadership knows .that if they chose
some intermediate level of ession
we could by selective, large (but still
less thap maximun) nuclear attacks
cxact an unaeceptably high price ir
the things the Soviets appear to value
most: political and military control
military force hoth nucicar and con
ventional and thc mdllstual capability
to sustain a war.

Besides having  weapons a(:curatc
and powesful enough to blow up So-
viet leaders biding underground com-
mand posts and destroying lactories,
the United States arsenal still could
blow up citics, Brown said.

In,short, the defense seeretary said,
the United States is deploving a versa-
tile nuclear offense.and issuing secret

targeting instructions feor carryving out
lhc varjous options.

“This is not a first-strike strategy.”

Brown said. “We are talking about
what we could and, depending on the
nature of a Soviet altack. wowld doin
response to a Soviet attack.
Nothing in the policy contemplates
that nuclear war can be a deliberate
instrument of achieving our national
secuvity goals, because it cannot
he ..

*In (lcdmmﬁ our ability and our m
on fo prévent Soviet victo
over the full spectrum of nuclear war-
fare, Browa said. “we have no illu-
sions -l)out W h"tt a nuclear war would

3 d be an un-

Uhe deiense secretary. | E
the timetable made in previous state
ments, said the Soviets may alrveady
have warheads accurate enough to

blow up U.S. Minuteman m
wunderground silos

“That potential has been realized o1
close to it,” said Brown in hLis pre
pared text. The Pentagon previousiy
had projected missile busting capabil
ity for the Soviets in the early 1980s.

siles in

The growing vulnerability of sta

tionary land missiles is at the heart ol
Carter’s case for building an MXN mis
sile that moves from shelter to shelter
covertly so  Soviet gunners .could
never be sure of knocking it ont of ac-
tion
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WASHINGTON [UP1]--The Sovist Union is ex-
ending much more effort ihan the United States
to develop a futuristic “death ray’” weapon, but is

still far from
official says.

“They certainly are inv a7 more in their
research and development e an we are,”
said William Peity, uhdersecretary of defense for
research and engineering.

Petry declined to ettu‘rwu(e ho*" Tauch money
the Soviet Union is &
lasers and chargoa p
al weapons.

“I can only guess al the number,” Perry said,
“But it’s several factors larger [than the US.
program]. It’s nol 50 per cent mote or 60 per cent
more. It's three or four times as much, T would
estimate.””

PERRY COMMENTED ffi!ovﬂng n series pub-
lished by the magazine Aviation Wesk and Space
Technology, which asserted that the Soviet Union
had developed a demonstration weapen. The mag-
azing pu‘!hab% &n ortist’s conception. of the ray
weapon allegedly dased on classified reconnais-
sance photographs.

achieving the goal, a top Pentagon

clz beam~ into operation-

“I don't belisve &ey havs opemtxcnal weamns
of any significance,”” Perry said.”*We have a
laser, for example, that could bo used as a
weapon in a demonsiration sense, ax‘d they mhay
have, too.

“But that's vex} far removed in bo»h time and
resources from what wowld be required for any-
thing like a k\se.r or particle beam that could be
motmied in @ eatellife or put on a ship or in an
airplape ang use‘ﬁ &s an gperational weapon.. ..

“Any lerge fized experimental facility cou‘d
have L.e petential of being used as a demeonstra-
tion weapon i you cowld blm the targets to that
facility.” -~ BN .

MEANTIME,” the Peniagon released an illu-
strated’ soven-page fact sheet on the U.S. high-
esergy laset program. The program calls for $199
million to be spent on research in 1981, compared
vwm £196.7 million in 1580,

The fact sheet sald: “We believe that we undexu
stand the' technical issues basic to tramslating
high-energy laser technology inio weapons sys-
tems, that our decision is correct to keep the
program limited in scope, =nd that the Soviets

may be movin¥ prematurely to weapon systems.

“However, we aré continually conducting a
careful review of our program, as well as watch-
ing Soviet progress with great interest, in a con-
tinuing re-evaluation of this decision.”

The Air Force plans to carry out experiments
later this year at Kirkland Air Force Base in New
Mexico to demonstrate the feasibility ‘of shooting
down missile targets with an airplane-based laser.

1d our vaaeern that the So
’ believe that nuclear war
is Ul]“]l’llﬁOn_, dictate a-U.S. need for

more, and more selective, retaliatory

deration of American Scien-
tists issued -a statement vyesterday
terming the Carier nuclear doctrine
~a step backwards™ and asked for a
declassified version of Presidential Di-
rective 39.

The group’s executive commitfer
said the emphasis on' the ability to
knock out Soviet missiles with MX
warheads together with the an-
nounced warning that Soviet com-
mand centers may be attacked encour-
s the Sov

ciet Union to take a “hair-
approach to nuclear wasr.
*ould be more subversive of
" said ine connuitiee.
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refuses aid {rom Japanese

Tokyo (AP)—A Soviet nuclear subma-
rine caught fire and radioed for help today
about 85 railes east of Okinawa, but Japa-
nese authorities said it refused help from
aircraft and a patrol boat that sped to the
scene. |

The Maritime Safety Agency said it
had confirmed there were at least nine
persons dead and three injured aboard the
vessel, It was identified as of the Echo 1
class, equipped with missiles and nermal-
ly carrying a crew of about 100, based at
the Soviet Siberian port of Vladivostok.

A Japanese helicopter reported from
the scene that aboul 50 crewmen were'on
the deck of the surfaced submarine, wav-
ing flags. There was no sign of fire on
hoard, the report said.

The safety agency said that when a pa-

trol boat reaciied the stricken vessel. the
captain refused Japanese aid. The agency
said he had radiced for assistance by a So-
viet vessel, indicating that the iminediate
danger had passed.

1t said a Soviet ship was expected to
arrive at thie scene in a few hours, but
gave no details.

Initial assistance had been provided by
a British freighter identified as the Gary,
which was in the area when the submarine
called for help about 6:40 am. (5:40 p.m.
yesterday EDT). )

The freighter was reported standing
by, and had allowed the sub’s captain
aboard to make radio contact with Soviet
authorities, the agency said. Another for-
eign vessel, reported to be Guaternalan,
also was in the area,
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Saudi offers to feed armies
in holy war over Jerusalem

Jidda, Saudi Arabia (Reuter)—An §0-
year-old Saudi millionaire has offered to
finance all the food requirements of Arab
ang other Muslim armies if they fight a
hoiy war for Jerusalem and Israeli-ocoy-
pied territories, the English-language
paper Arab News reported yesterday.

The paper said Sheikh Hassan Abbas
Sharbatli, a former honorary minister of
state, was offering his multimillion-dollar
resources in support of Crown Prince
Fahd’s call earlier this month for a holy
viai to secure an independent Palestinian
state,

Sheikh Sharbatli, once 2 close associate
of King Abdul Aziz, founder of Saudi Ara-
bia, already provides about $30,000 a
month to help rebels fight Soviet troops
and the Soviet-backed government in Af-
ghanistan, the paper said,

BROWN -~ CONTINUED

JETS =~= CONTINUED

STRATEGY -~ CONTINUED

. key systems

that any or all of the components of
Soviet power can be struck in retali-
ation, not only thelr wurban
industrial complex,” he said.

The central premise of  the
change appears to be that the Soviet
Union had adopted or is consider-
ing a policy that it can fight and

-win a nuclear war through com-

bined use of its nuclear and conven-
tional forces.

Evidence of this so-called “war-
fighting” policy is seen in Soviet
military literature, in its ambitious
civil defense program and in its
new nuclear weaponry, much of
which appears to be aimed at knock-
ing out U.S. missiles as well as hard-
ened military and civilian com-
mand siructures. .

“The Soviet Jeadership appears to
contemplate at least the possibility
of a relatively prolonged exchange
if & war comes, and in some circles
at least, they seem to take seriously
the theoretical possibility of victory
in such a war, We cannot afford to
ignore these views — even if we
think differently, as I do,” said

sWn.
Brsibl:vn said fhe United States has
“no illusions about what a nuclear
war would mean for mankind. It
would be an ummﬁg‘mame catas-

et .
Y secTetary toufed two new U,
missile systems that will allow the
United States to precisely target
hardened Soviet missiles and other
the MX missile an
the cruise missile programs.

Both, he said, are needed to mod-
ernize paris of the so-called “iriad”
force of nuclear weapons system —
bombers, submarines and land-
based ICBMs. _ -

"Defense officials said yesterday
that U.S. missile silos containing the
Minuteman ICBM systems are being
targeted by more accurate Soviet
warheads at a somewhat faster pace
than was foreseen a year ago. Be-
tween now aud the mid-1980s, they
said, the Soviets will gain the ability
to knock out most of the hardened,
land-based ICBMs. )

By the mid-1980s, they estimate,
thie Sovicis waay have perfected a
new airborne radar system that
would make it extremely difficult
for the nation’s B-S2 bomber force
to penetrate Soviet borders.

ing to officials, are absorbed into
the special coating and then dif-

fused so that they cannot be picked

ap by tracking stations.’ -
"“Because the Soviet Union pos-
sesses the most extensive air de-
fense network in the world, experts
contend that the techniques worked
out with the new aircraft would be
most useful in designing a pew
manned, strategic bomber.

Qther oflicials, however, con-
tended that even if the -United
States could dramatically reduce
ihe radar visibility of combat air-
craft, the Soviet Union would be
able to defend its air space from
intrusion. They noted, for example,
that Soviet fighters are equipped
with infrared homing missiles that
zero in on the heat produced’by the
jet engines of aircraft. They also
said the Soviets could work to im-
prove their radar. ’

The Armed Forces Journal arti-
cle, written by editor Benjamin
Schlemmer, said: “Since early 1978,
the United States las been test
flying several versions of virtually
invisible new airplanes, both in
manned and unmanned versions, in
ahighly classifed ‘stealth’ program.

“The general techniques (to hide
thie planes) apparently involve: spe-
cial shaping or contouring of the
aircrafts’ structure; non-metallic
materials that absorb electremag-
netic energy or cause such a weak
return of it for the signal to be
ambiguous or almost undetectable;
infrared shielding 6f an aircraft's
engine exhaust and other ‘hot
spots;’ special paints to absorb, de-

flect and shroud signals . . . and -

electronic technigues and counter-
measures to generate false returns
which show a plane's position far
away from the plane’s actual flight
path.”

Although hundreds of millions of
dollars a year are being spent on
the program, it said, only about 10
congressional officiais have been
privy to details of it and no U.S.
allies have been briefed about it.

geting strategy, Mr. Brown said the effort and money in-
vested in the missile to raake it invulnerable show that the
United States plans its forcss for retaliation against at-
tack--not for launching so-called first strikes,

In a Sunday television interview, Mr. Brown said (he
Carter administration would not propose a new bomber
during the presidential campaign, as some published re-
ports have predicted. He went a step further yesterday.

“We are continuing to develop the technology and to do
the design work on a new cruise missite carvier aircraft
and a new bombar” against a possible need in the 19903,
he said. On Sunday he had spoken of “paper designs.”

To be ready for the 18905, other officials say, bomber
development would have to begin fairly soon, and may be
proposed in the next budget.

The essence of the nuclear targeting policy that has
caused such a flap here and in Moscow is that US. nuclear
weapons are pointed at a broad range of military forces
and political command centers as well as Soviet city and
industrial complexes,

This has long been true, as Moscew doubticss knows
from the official record of the past decade. But the options
now are being widened.

“The increase in Soviet strategic capability over the
past decade and our concern that the Soviets may not be-
lieve that nuclear war is unwinnable,” Mr. Brown said,
“dictate a U.S. need for more—and more selective—re-
taliatory opiions.”

Both the targeting plans 2nd the modernization of
strategic forces, he said, “make clear our understanding
that the surest way to avoid a war is to insure that the
Soviet leadership can have no illusions about what such a
war would mean for Soviet state power and for Soviet so-
ciety.” .

The rise of Soviet strategic power has increasingly
made the threat of city-busting retaliation less helievable
as a deterrent, in the view of many analysts, and Mr.
Brown empha vesterday the need for 2 “fully ered-
itle” range of responses to attacks at ali levels.

The United States, he said, must deter net only attacks
on its own cities but strikes on smaller targets, en military
forces and on friends and allies. .

“There is “no contradiction” between focusing on how a
war might be fonght and insuring peace through mutunal,
or superpower, deterrence, he said. Deterrence, he went
on, means “shepiag Seviet views” on what losses would be
suffered from nuclear aggression,

The United States has no “first sirike strategy” in
mind, the secretary said. It knows “nuclesr war {cannot]
be a deliberate instrument of achieving our national cecu-
rity goals.” But it cannot risk that Soviet leaders “might
entertain the illusion that nuclear war could be an cption.”
It must accordingly be prepared to respond, at whatever
level of attack, and thus, it is hoped, to prevent what
would be an “unimaginable catastrophe.” .

As for containing an arms race, Mr. Brown put in a
new plea for SALT II ratification. The {reaty, set aside
afier-the Afghauistan invasion, would put ceilings on nu-
clear arms on both sides, he said, and case defense pian-
ning because the Soviet threat would then be more pre-
dictable.
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